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VISITORS 

It has heretofore been announced that it is expected that 
Sirk AUCKLAND GeEppDES, British Ambassador, and distinguished 
representatives of the Canadian Bar will be present at the 
43rd Annual Meeting to be held at St. Louis, Mo., August 25, 26, 
27, 1920. 

The additional announcement is now made that the Right 
Honourable Viscount Cave, one of the Lords of Appeal and 
member of the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council of Eng- 
land, has accepted an invitation to be present. 

Lord Cave was appointed to the Bench in December, 1918, 
having previously been a member of Mr. Lloyd George’s adminis- 
tration as Secretary of State for Home Affairs. He was then 
Sir George Cave. In Mr. Asquith’s first coalition ministry he 
was Solicitor-General, and, professionally, was one of the leaders 
of the Chancery Bar. He was also counsel to the University of 
Oxford. 

The President of the Canadian Bar Association, Sir James 
Aikins, has appointed as a representative of the Canadian 
Bar Association to attend our annual meeting at St. Louis, 
Mr. RicHarp Beprorp Bennett, K.C., LL. D., of Calgary, Al- 
berta. Mr. Bennett is not only a distinguished leader of the Bar, 
but was for six years one of the most prominent members of the 
House of Commons, and during the war was Director-General 
of National Service for Canada. 


REPRESENTATIVE AT MEETING OF CANADIAN 
BAR ASSOCIATION 

Ex-President Tart has accepted an appointment to attend the 
meeting of the Canadian Bar Association, in September, as the 
representative of the American Bar Association. 

His presence on such an occasion will be gratifying evidence 
of the close relationship already established between the Bar of 
the United States and of the Dominion of Canada. 


ADDITIONAL REPORT OF COMMITTEE 

Committees upon many subjects have been actively engaged 
during the year; their reports are now submitted to the mem- 
bers of the Association for their consideration, in advance of the 
meeting at which their recommendations will be passed upon. 
In a bulletin of the Committee on Publicity, dated July 15, 1920, 
a summary of many reports of committees, of public interest, 
was set forth. The following is a summary of an additional re- 
port which is to be submitted: 


A SUMMARY OF THE ADDITIONAL REPORT 

The Committee on Professional Ethics and Grievances recom- 
mends that the Bar Associations of the country be invited to 
furnish to the American Bar Association available data of their 
action in discipline cases, the prevention of unlawful practice of 
law, and the activity of judges and lawyers in respect to the 
Canons of Ethics; that such associations be invited to take action 
on the Canons of Ethics; and that the committee be centralized so 
as to enable it to have stated meetings. 
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During the past year the Committee has referred complaints 
of improper conduct of lawyers to their local Bar Associations. 
It has received many inquiries from lawyers in various states 
respecting proper professional conduct, which it has disposed of 
by informal correspondence, or after the expression of the joint 
judgment of its members, or, with the consent of the inquirer, by 
formulating a question and presenting it for answer to a Com- 
mittee of a local association, which answers such inquiries. 

The Committee, during the year, has received complaints or 
inquiries respecting lawyers soliciting stock subscriptions to oil 
companies; respecting lawyers soliciting professional employ- 
ment by circular in disregard of recognized professional canons; 
respecting a lawyer’s accepting professional employment against 
a former client, after being previously employed to defend him 
against a charge arising from the same facts; respecting an 
agreement among lawyers to regulate a minimum fee; respecting 
the form of a card of notification of the retirement of a member 
from a continuing law firm, to accept judicial position ; respect- 
ing the personal and professional rights of a lawyer who ac- 
cepts the defense of radicals; respecting the invasion of the field 
of licensed professional practice by an Income Tax consultant; 
respecting the issuance by lawyers of general invitations to a 
housewarming at their offices; respecting the solicitation of em- 
ployment by a patent solicitor; respecting agreements to share 
professional fees; respecting charges of improper conduct of a 
judge; respecting the propriety of a Bar Association adopting a 
minimum fee schedule. 

During the current year the Committee has addressed to 
members of the judiciary throughout the United States a ques- 
tionnaire for the purpose of getting more adequate information 
as to the observance of ethical standards by the legal professoon 
in the nation. 

The questions sought to ascertain from each judge, whether 
his local bar had formally adopted Canons of Ethics; the pro- 
visions of such canons; the standard enforced by their courts; 
the complaints of unprofessional conduct against lawyers; the 
grounds of such complaints, if any; their results; the methods 
adopted by their local bar to maintain standards of professional 
conduct; the provisions of local law respecting the duties and 
discipline of attorneys, suggestions for efficient co-operation for 
the maintenance of high professional standards; the activity of 
the Bar in selecting candidates for judicial office; advertising 
and solicitation of professional employment; and contributions of 
the Bar to the laws delays. 

3,500 of these questionnaires were sent out, and the ques- 
tionnaire was reprinted and circulated in the Association 
Journal. The work of collating the answers has been formidable. 
The report comments upon the great difficulty of securing in- 
formation from State and Local Bar Associations. It recom- 
mends that each judge be furnished with a copy of the Canons of 
legal Ethies prevailing in his State. It calls attention to recent 
decisions in New York and Illinois, condemning improper ad- 
vertising by lawyers. 

The Committee commends the activities of certain Commit- 
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tees of Local Bar Associations in prosecuting offending attorneys 
and unlawful practices of those who without lawful authority 
engage in the practice of law. 

It condemns the practices of certain investment enterprises 
which offer lawyers a commission for disposing of their invest- 
ments to clients, and of certain Trust Companies which offer in- 
ducements to lawyers to advise their clients to name the Com- 
panies as Executors and Trustees. 

It notes suggestions made in reply to its questionnaire that 
the Bar be incorporated and that the Canons of Ethics be a part 
of the Constitution of such corporation; and that the corpora- 
tion be entrusted with the supervision of the conduct of lawyers 
and those who practice law without lawful authority. 

The report states that in Arizona the Canons of legal Ethics 
are a part of the State law; in Nebraska the State Bar Associa- 
tion has proposed that they be made so. 

The report notes the division of the Bench between two views 
in dealing with disciplinary cases; the one more liberal to an 
accused lawyer than the other; the one treating the license to 
practice as a vested right not to be interfered with except upon 
well defined legal grounds, the other willing to leave standards 
of propriety to Bar Associations. 

The report at great length analyzes and summarizes the results 
of the information received in answer to the questionnaire. It 
contains a valuable table showing the most important judical de- 
cisions upon the discipline administered to lawyers by the Courts 
of several of the States, including California, Connecticut, Dis- 
trict of Columbia, Florida, Hawaii, Illinois, Iowa, Kansas, Maine, 
Montana, Nebraska, Nevada, New York, North Carolina, North 
Dakota, Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, South Carolina, South Dakota, 
and Washington, thus indicating by this broad survey that there 
is ample and summary redress in disciplinary proceedings 
against lawyers guilty of improper professional conduct. 

The report suggests that State Bar Associations, when they 
have adopted Canons of Ethies, should present each judge upon 
his elevation to the Bench, as well as each lawyer upon his ad- 
mission to the Bar with a copy of the canons. 

It also suggests that the lack of proper tests as to character 
of applicants for admission to the Bar is the cause of many un- 
worthy men slipping in. 

The report recommends a more organized activity by Bar 
Associations in the selection of fit candidates for judicial office. 
It considers that 

‘‘An appointive judiciary, with a preliminary endorse- 
ment of candidates by the Bar is the ideal manner to se- 
cure a uniformaly efficient Bench. ”’ 

Yet it is reported from several States that the activity of the Bar 
in the selection of candidates for the Bench meets with small favor 
or with disapproval not only from voters but from Bar Asso- 
ciations. 

It appears that many replies to the questionnaire indicate 
the judicial opinion that lawyers are largely responsible for the 
delays of litigation; on the other hand, in several instances it 
appears that the Bench effectively discourages this tendency. 
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